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I. The Cnmmission has before it the petition tor rule making filed by Neil A. Ranes and
Luann C. Dahl ("petitioners"), proposing the reallotment of Channel 266A from Canton to
GI<.l.':'ll\ml Illinois. zmd the modification of the petitioners' construction pennit (File No. BPH­
951011 rvlA) accordingly Petitioners state their intention to apply for the channel, if reallotted
to Glast(xd.

2. Petitioners SL'Ck to invoke the proViSiOns set torth in Section 1.420(i) of the
Commisc:ion's Rules. which pennit the modification of a station's license to specify a new
community of license without affording other interested parties an opportunity to file competing
expressions of interest. ~ Amendment of the Commission's Rules Regarding Modification of
EMand TV Authorizations to SpecifY a New Coullmmity of License, 4 FCC Red 4870 (1989),
recon, granted in pgtl, 5 FCC Rcd 7094 (1990) ("Change Qf.Commtullty"). In support of their
proposal. petitioners state that Glasford has a 1990 U.S. Census population of 1,115 persons. The
community ha" its own local government with a mayor and a city colU1cil. Glasford also has a
post office and its own zip code. Petitioners further state that Glasford maintains both water and
sewer plants to serve the municipality. Telephone service is provided to the citizens by the
Glastord Telephone Company. Glasford has a public library. public municipal park, and provides
public safety through a volunteer tire department and a police department. Education of the
citizens of Glasford is provided by an elementary school, a middle school, and a high school.
Glastord has numerous businesses, hanks. churches, civic organizations, and all the attributes
normallv associated with a midwestern city.- -



Federal Communications Commission DA 97-1774

3. Petitioners assert that the reallotment of Channel 266A from Canton to Gla<.>tord.
Illinois, would result in a preferential arrangement of allotments under the Commission's FM
allotment priorities, since it would provide a tirst local aural transmission service to Gla<;tord
without removing the sole local service from Canton.! While Gla~ford currently ha<.> no local
aural transmission service, Stations WBYS(AM) ,md WBYS-FM would remain licensed to
Canton.

4. Moreover, petitioners claim the reallotment ofChannel 266A to Glasford would result
in a 60 dBu contour increase in population of 88.330 persons. an increa<.>e of 67°(). Petitioners
maintain that the reallotment is consistent with the requirements set torth in Change of
Community, supra. Petitioners fiuther maintain that since the station is unbuilt. the reallotment
would not result in the loss of "existing service" to Canton, citing Woodville Mississippi, et al..
11 FCC Rcd 4712 (1996). Petitioners contend that Cilasford is an independent community not
located within any urbanized area. Although GI<.L<;j(mi is near the Peoria Urbanized Area ( 12
kilometers), petitioners further contend that the proposed reallotment would provide neither 60
dBu coverage of IOmlrJ of the Urbanized Area. nor 70 dBu coverage of 50(~) or more ot' the
Urb,mized Area citing Greenfield and Del Ray Oaks, CaJit()mi~ II FCC Rcd 126X] ( J996): and
Headland, Alabama. et al., 10 FCC Rcd 1035:::: (1995) Therefore. a Tuck analysis is not

0) •

necessary. C

5. We recognize that a construction pemlit (File No. BPH-951011MA) has been issued
for Chmmel 266A at Canton, but no station has been built. However, since petitioners seek to
relocate their transmitter site, there will be potential gain and loss areas. lneref(xe. petitioners
are requested to provide information regarding any potential gain or loss areas. and any overall
benefits that would be derived by the reallotment.

6. We believe the proposal warrants consideration since the reallotment of Channel 266A
to Glasford Illinois, could provide the community with its tirst local aural transmission, without
depriving Canton of its sole local aural st-TVice. An engineering analysis has determined that
Channel 266A can be allotted to Glasford in compliance with the Commission's minimum
distance separation requirements 'Without the imposition of a site restriction at petitioners'
requested site.3 As requested. we will propose to modify the petitioners' construction permit to
specifY Glasford Illinois, a'i the new community of license. In accordance with the provisions
of Section 1.420(i) of the Commission's Rules. we will not accept competing expressions of

'~ Revision of FM AssilPlment Policies and Procedures, 90 FCC 2d 88. 91 (1982).

2 See also Huntington Broadcastioli: CQ, v. ~, 192 F.2d 33 (D.C. Cir. 1951), RKO General. Inc. 5 FCC Red
3222 ( 1990), and ~mRichard ItKk, 3 FCC Red 5374 ( 1988)

'TIle coordinates for Channel 266A at Glasford are North Latitude 40-34-20 and West Longitude 89-48-47.
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7. Accordingly. we seek comments on the proposed amendment of the FM Table of
Allotments. Section 73 .202(h) of the Commission's Rules, tor the communities listed below. to
read ~:L" fh[lows:

Channel No.

CU1tnn. IllillDis

(,la"J(mi Illinois

Present

2661\. 300B1

Proposed

252A4 30081

266A

Klhe Commission's Juthority 10 institute rule making proceedings. shovvings required.
Wl-oll' procedures. ;md tiling requirements ;u'e contained in the attached Appendix ,md are
incorporated hy rekrence herem. In parlJCubr. we note that a showing of continuing interest is
required hv para~Jfaph :::: of lhe A.ppendix behm~ a channel will be allotted.

') Interested parties may Ii Ie comments on or betore October 16, 1997, and reply
comments on or bd()re ()etober 31. 1997. and are advised to read the Appendix f()[ the proper
proCl.'llures. Comments should he filed with the Secretary. Federal Communications Commission.
W'L"hmgtPn. D.C. 2055-1. Additionally. ~I copy i,f such comments should be served on the
petitiollLT ur irs counsel or consultant. a'l f(,llo\\s

Fn.ll1k R. Jazzo. Esq.
Fletcher. Heald & HilJreth. P.Le.
1300 North 17h Street. I Ith Floor
Rosslyn. Virginia

(COW1Se! I()r Petitioner)

10. The Commission has determined that the relevant provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to rule making proceedings to amend the FM Table of
Allulments, Section 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules. ~ Certification That Sections 603
and 604 of the Re£"JUlatory Flexibility Act Do Not Apply to Rule Making m.Amend Sections
73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(h) of the Commission's Rules, 46 FR 11549, February 9, 1981.

1,1\ Notict: of Propost:d Ruk Making (RM-8894) WiL'; adopted on NO\t:L)tkl l, i996. proposing the allotment of
Channel 252A at Cmton. Illinois. See ] j FCC Red 14464 (1996).

3



Federal Communications Commission DA 97-1774

II. For further infonnation concerning this proceeding, contact Sharon P. McDonald
Ma')s Media Burea~ (202) 418-2180. For purposes of this restricted notice and comment rule
making proceeding, members of the public are advised that no ex parte presentations are
pennitted from the time the Conunission adopts a Notice of Proposed Rule Making until the
proceeding has been decided and such decision is no longer suqject to reconsideration by the
Commission or review by any court. An ex parte presentation is not prohibited if specifically
requested by the Commission or staff fix the clarification or adduction of evidence or resolution
of issues in the proceeding. However. any new written int(lrmation elicited from such a request
or a summary of any new oral information shall be served by the person making the presentation
upon the other parties to the proceeding unless the ('ommission specifically waives this service
requirement. Any comment which has not been served (111 the petitioner constitutes an ex parte
presentation and shall not be considered in the proceeding. Any reply comment which has not
been served on the person(s) who filed the comment, to which the reply is directed constitutes
an ex parte presentation and shall not be considered in the proceeding.

FEDERAL ('OMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

John A. KarOLL'~OS

Chief Allocations Branch
Policy and Rules Division
Mass Media Bureau

Attachment: Appendix
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I. Pursuant to authority found in Sections 40), 5(c)(1), 303~g) ~nd (r), and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, and Sections 0.61, 0.204(b) and 0.283 of the
Commission's Rules, IT IS PROPOSE ) TO AMEND the FM Table of Allotments, Section
73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules and Regulations. as set forth in the Notice ofProposed Rule
Making to which this Appendix is attached.

2. Showings Required. Comments are invited on the propasal(s) discussed in the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making to which this Appendix is attached Proponent(s) will be expected to
answer whatever questions are presented in initial comments. The proponent of a proposed
allotment is also expected to file comments even if it only resubmits or incorporates by reference
its fonner pleadings. It should also restate its present intention to apply for the channel if it is
allotted and, if authorized to build a station promptly. Failure to file may lead to denial of the
request.

3. Cut-ofl'protection. The following procedures will govern the consideration offilings
in this proceeding.

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this proceeding itself will be considered, if advanced
in initial comments. so that parties may comment on them in reply comments. They will not be
considered if advanced in reply comments. (See Section 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules).

(h) With respect to petitions for rule making which conflict with the proposals in this
NQtice, they will be cQnsidered as comments in the proceeding, and Public Notice tQ this effect
will be given as IQng as they are filed befQre the date for filing i..'litial comments herein. If they
are filed later than that they will not be considered in connection with the decision in this
docket.

(c) The filing Qf a counterproposal may lead the Commission tQ allot a different channel
than was requested tor any of the communities involved.

4. Comments and Reply CQmments; Service. Pursuant to applicable procedures set out
in Sections 1.415 and 1.420 of the Commission's Rules and Regulations, interested parties may
file comments and reply comments on or before the dates set fQrth in the Notice .Qf.PrQposed
RYk.Making to which this Appendix is attached. All submissions by parties to this proceeding
or by persons acting on behalf of such parties must be made in written comments, reply
comments. or other appropriate pleadings. Comments shall be served on the petitioner by the
person tiling the comments. Reply comments shall be served on the person(s) who tiled
comments to which the reply is directed. Such comments and reply comments shall be
accompanied by a certificate of service. (~Section 1.420(a). (b) and (c) of the Commission's
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Rules.) Comments should be filed with the Secretary, Federal Communications Commission,
Washington, o.c. 20554.

5. Number of Copies. In accordance with the provisions of Section 1.420 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations, an original and tour copies of all comments. reply
comments, pleadings, briefs. or other documents shall be furnished the Commission.

6. Public Inspection ofFilin~. All filings made in this proceeding will be available tor
examination by interested parties during regular business hours in the Commission's Reterence
Center (Room 239) at its headquarters, 1919 M Street. N.W., Washington, o.c.
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